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dental touches, that Paul's nature was one to which God's handiwork and 
man's handiwork in the world made strenuous appeal. 

The terms subjectivity and objectivity, as employed in an attempt to define Paul's men- 
tal characteristics, must of course be used relatively. The exact point at which the second 
begins to characterize him, and the first fails longer to do so, it would not be easy to deter- 
mine. Just how many metaphors drawn from the surrounding world ought Paul to have 
used to have saved himself from the charge of subjectivity ? Certainly we have no right 
to expect them to abound in his writings as they did in Jesus' teaching, as recorded in the 
Synoptic Gospels. Besides, his epistles were a different sort of literary composition. The 
passages cited above are worthy of study, and a complete list of such Pauline metaphors 
would be very interesting and useful. Whether we ought to condemn Paul as subjective 
or praise him as objective (that seems to be the dilemma ! ) may be left for decision to the 
farther discussion of the subject which Dr. Grosart's paper is evidently intended to in- 
troduce. 



Is the Higher Criticism Scientific ? * The higher criticism is literary criti- 
cism as distinguished from the lower — textual criticism. It is not biblical phil- 
ology, nor exegesis, nor biblical history, nor dogmatics, nor apologetics, 
although it has relations with all these. It is the science of the structure and 
history of the biblical writmgs as works of human authorship. Its method is 
that of every true science, the method introduced into modem learning by 
Bacon ; it does not begin with a thesis which it tries to establish by the facts, 
but with a candid study of the facts, to learn exactly what they are, and as far 
as may be, what they mean — to collect and classify these facts, and generalize 
from them to those hterary and historical conclusions about the writings which 
the facts justify. It shares the limitations of all human science, it is fallible 
because men are so, its attainment of these ends is imperfect. But if the ques- 
tions which the higher criticism seeks to answer cannot be answered by its 
methods, then there is no answer for them at all. Whatever may be said to 
the contrary, neither Christ nor his apostles have decided questions of Old 
Testament composition, authorship and date, and as for the New Testament 
no one pretends that they have done so. The exact sphere of the higher criti- 
cism, however, is to be carefully noted. Inasmuch as it deals only with the 
literary form of the Bible, it has no right to form an " estimate of it as a pro- 
fessed Divine revelation." Higher critics may form such estimates, but in 
doing so they have left the field of higher criticism for that of dogmatics, and 
the science of higher criticism must not be held responsible for their dogma- 
tizing. In the same way it is not the business of higher criticism to establish 
or controvert any theory of inspiration whatever. 

There is a prevailing ignorance as to the methods and scope of the higher criticism which 
is unfortunate and lamentable. People do not yet realize that it is a genuine science, 
deserving of the same attention and respect as other sciences, with the same right to deter- 
mine definitely and finally all matters which come within its province, and with a prov- 
ince essentially and distinctly limited. Let us conscientiously inform ourselves concerning 
the things with which we have to do ; if we feel called upon to engage in current biblical 
controversies, let us at least know just what we are attacking or defending. Dr. Brown 
has rendered an important service by his clear statement of what the higher criticism is 
and what it is not, of the field in which it is supreme, and the fields in which it has no 
responsibility. 

*By Prof. Francis Brown, D. D., in Homiletic Review, Apr. 1892. 



